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^tt h5Ih<m sjT^rpjtnrwr^tra skt for*' r ra hi^zt^ $rfair 


FFTCTT tf. dfy 4*0^/98/2001 




RtH ^UUFT 


3Tpfc4i 


JTRTsft 


sn^rr 

(Rref, 2002 & 213r for mftcT) 


ijj^ afk AfrraMfar %*r ^terr ^ sfft cnfci ^Tcnrufi tr T itR rirt 

(vrpftiff^t) gw ?RfcT 1717 efRJcR ?],c^) % $ 3H7j|c)<Rf JPRJtT fcfrW 11 

1 . 2 . ifTW^nr^ ^ 3TT^ 3T«JI<fcH ^ PlHfclRsRT sITcr 1? :- . 

(i) n T|4Ml( j7 ft^FTPff 3ft? cT^Td OTeTOUTt *R 3FRI: 8 3lARa51 ifc. Jtfcf uftgjR^f ufcl f^T 3ft? c^T 

^cTOHi R? 2.50 Jffo uft3IRi£ wfcF ftA 30BIT vJTl% *(FT <£t <R ?t RT?FR *RJcI m 

*! 9 

(ii) iRfTcpF 3fM?t % fcE? czra"'Rn/3r?re , ft w^> turnf f^?i ft fftR ft i tri, stH eii3 ( R 
% sEHft qJT 3ftfaRT gi?ft ft> (cl? fttcT "'W(fftft) <ftf 3ftft ft^fl IKff Tftf 0\dl I 


10 K3 (J1/2002 



2 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


(iii) Tjerej wh R£f £ afk w uprft r? rtrI # wf $ ?«f R>t RftwT % 

WT TPTFRcf: GWti £ I cfRYRT? OTTC 3 ftfti ift afa^T £> RWcT RR> 3T^f^t ^ 
Wf^r uft3TTY^t Sf% fcl £ I 

. (iv) cT^T Tg&fi jrfcl %<W for?! % 3IMT 17 ^^£^^>24^% 3fmN RTI RT?R) *> 

viHcTO R £t£ R7 W^r RtTIbH RR: Rf^ feT £7 TTTR ^ ^FT 3FTft f^T ^WM & f^I 

^ £1 * 


(V) ^RHf ski mz* iraicR ^ arafir & ferq RtH sm ?ft£ snfM^ wm r^spr t£* 

ftRT ^ £l 9*lfoT RtH fcFT R? JTHTf&RT RFHT «JN6lR* ^R ^ WR Yft £ ^ 

RV RRR ^wft RRt % RH % 3T5RR £ Srarar Rft i RtH <ft 

qft injlRT faol RT^ETT £ Rfl% rIw’TIr ^ £i 


(Vi) 


^ *r <fc^ *t ®**wm yfe OT «Wf*t (*n* ^ *> ^J\* ! 
o^ram «ifWf *t w sw ann **n sftn * I wm * wft ®nfl iftjfc' wrojf ^ 
# £ 3to WTf RRIcH m ^ 


(vli) Rrmi % RiEivR ettser urt? ^ f^R ^i wf£ £ i ^ ^ ^ ^raRET & ^f <5 ^ rTsr 

feP? AFTER eEFFTRf £a 3RT R>t 9^^ £ I 


2 . 

vj^£ RTRT ftcyPra'i R5T RR W RRT^ £ : “ 


*j®*£ wi ^rm 


(i) 


fo* Starai M eft TT ^ 9 JcR) ?RJcI RR ^5T £ I 


(II) 

3FR m, Rffft £ ft wmr ^rmT £i ^r ^mEfi ^ TRcft £ ftt rir £ RRftftft W ^ 

fcPj R^ JFjRt/^ftRSTRft £ RRRcT £, cfl^cY ^ I 
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[WT HI—75R5 4] __ qq 3RTO ; 

(iii) WfW'T IRJR> MTf^^T 4 4 JT*Tl4t 3Pl4 f4ytg> 27 3T^SR, 1 998 % 3n4?T £RT 45RR 3 dl^e>! 
iraicR q4 cfcft df%y y4 4> FR 3^*4143 foyT 4k d4 30 few, 1 998 4 JTOPfr (RRTT 41 

(lv) TJHWTWf gd y? d4t d4f 4 W? cTT^7 jmRt q>T f4^f qR4 4) foT^ 4kf dJTftyf 
q4 q44 4cfT IRR d4f qR3T! dr^7 ITdlcR 4 qy44M 4> qfd % WR 4 '4<H*Tpff ^ ^4$R 
4k Rrafa yrai ^f4f4iy ,3 r 4 4? f4q q^ranf 4> Wf w q4 Pr?ri wf%eT 41 

^rM^t yR y?y HtqPJcj^H 4yT 44 44Rd4, f4Rd 4kR, t^g 44iy-<4q, 4krty dfa 4k $e4> 

qfdi]f4t 3*44 q4 ^%n4 IRR gR3T 4 I 

wt 4faT4t 4k qyy q|y my! 4 yd4 yr4 d4t qfdyR 30 ykr? wr 4> mv 4 chi 4 yf 
^icTFnRT h4h hric 4 (4kkn^) srt jrh y4 y^ 4gi4t gy srRrgnfy: yqykr yR4 41 

(v) ys *ry 4 fa y4 g4 jRftarr amT g^nff jfttcft 4 Rrer spy gyqkr 4 3 ir 4 yr4 qrayryf 4 
cFRTTO JRR 3 f4d q4 f4:?JdP 3tgf4 % q?yry qg> 3f4Rg4 dRR JTfcT 4t3TR^ srfcT 14d g4 yq 4 
y?jeT f4>q «n4 41 4 (^’m 4^ yq4y 4 % diiyq jpettcR 4 gy4ny gyyf g4 araf?J 4> f4q 
^fdiir-4 4 g44 krRw jrr y^?r y4f %q qn4 4k ctr?y? gnqyr f4«r qnq4i ctwn? m 
yd araftj 4? fenj q^d fckj ftt 4 4 qry uTcpth 4swr 4 gyyf yyqkAnf^f y4t gRyr i ckRyn 
JIdR %gcf f4:qjdp 3PTf4 g4 tRlf^cT 4> W^Tff 4t y«|d f4^ qy4 4 I 

(vi) efTtfcR ^5c?3R SrfcT 'ct>&3? f&m‘ % 3IWN *R ^eT f^r ^n4 4 ^ f4> 44 4? 3H0R q?I ^ cTf^7 

3Ik 4wn¥ ^csjf 4 qw4 4t4 4 §^f^j '45#5>r f4w‘ 4> vjhw ^4 4Hf 

;:4«rftf44 4> 3f#q 4qrp ^ 4 qft^if4d f^rr w 41 

(vii) qnM41 arftnPTfkff gRT cn^r jraicH 4> f4q f44q q44«R 4^, 3 t4 mv ?44 sttopt ^ 41 
Pt 4> gr>4 ^ wry 4 qy44M y4 cn?87 ^4 g4 4> 44y 4 q44 qr^wu[/f4qK jtrt 
^ §3tt 41 yf4 qy44M 344^444 4RT q44«RT 4t efpj; f4yr wicrr 4 4 ^fqr trr 4 4k 
'44wfk4 ^ arfcfkw qy ^f4ra m^t q44 w«n ygm 4 cDFR qy/eR <4 3fgf4 4 4k h ?r 4 

3lk qmrqr 4 qf^r^r m$ 4> qkwq 4j f4q 3frt qRqpq wra^i qR4t iM i ?4 
4qT34 q4 eiFm 4 q4?R arrawp 4t qiiqqi i 

(viii) q4 1994 4 qyRH 4> f4q f4f4w qrR q4frPT34 4 crr^^R ?p?q> f4>q qn4 1 1 4 jptr 
g4 4> qn 4 qrrfJm {4sq yrr 4 i 

***$ yrRq frrt ^4tf4^?R (ifk^rj^) 

(I) 4r g44 gjpRr q4f 4 f4> qqR qrR jnf4qj|Rql srt g^jd q4t f4q qmf I q4g 4y qqr4 % 
44y 4 yen q^q 3rt4qjTfk4 srt 3RraR aifiTqr f44<Pif4*K ?rRp4r ^ ^q4W g4 4g4 ^ f4q 
q4t jrtrh 4k qraw44t ?kn 4i y^ ph q?m 4k yqgi4 4 q4 4 f4> dr?cR 4k 
yRRRR g4 3jFmrann 14^ qkrat4g4Mf44t ^ 4kr 4 4k qrayn Ri(k4 4 qqgq g4 i 
4qT-4qr q4f 41 

(ii) di^4 4k qrcRR w4t wft y?q 4 r4 4 I^rt% f4q qg? q^m 4 ^k qrR *r gqqt ^ 3ngiqn4t 
% fkq qTd-q(^i ftRT qnyi 4 krfi4 y? ^PiR4y fay? qq f^ gqyf qRqqy 4? 
4kR 4 4k 3rt4wr 4 4 yen gn4f yyqr4 q^4 qq 4k> jfpr 4 yy? qfiqyri gy4t 
q4-qnyy anyR qq yyRT w 41 y? fri 4 f4j ^tp di^e^ jrr ygy wyr4 f^Rfi 
4; id qgjR yf4 qrdyR drrfM gy itri gjpfl q4 di^e4 qq wgjgRy ^t 4 gy 4krr t yt ys 
qidgR ^gf4yr % f4q fipyi qnyr t 4k qWRiytf 3jergT q4f44t ijrt il%y g44 g4yyT % gyqR 
y4fi 
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(Hi) % qfcguR, vjetoet gg di^d'i g>) g[f#r fofT f#n yn vet t? prfc# # 

eeteei?w srt vfr greraTE wP# % #fe £, 343# iff# g# gg gif^ gggR feg# e# #t I 
W$ TR f#Tg-f#?f E># 3fTE?WET I1 

#gg alfa giPref tjt 53 *# (41^^14) 


#$#3# 3RT $ M [>ujf«!l|4t Wfgg ^RT 3### 'WE ?[c#‘ T) #jftlE & E % EE«fW#f SRT grgET 
f&E g# ET^ ?JcE# I ?TEf)) fi#ftrEI EWTEEW 5RT EEE[ ETf % gf# 3 JTRrPigr E^f 1? 3 TcT: 
3TT 51# 4 EE EE ftETE E$f f#5T EETI 

?E El# # EPJE) E5# 24 f#?gg, 2001 gsf 3 *# 3 ^5<M<£) Ef#E 3 «ft I TtqrE ^gWI^ 3 

PpEfcTftRT ET% f^TJ tjtt ^ :- 

3# ^WT'^T f#T Tjfer TJ#ftnj*TE 

(i) her gg 3ftf#T gR^t ^> feiE g#-gff #n $? be% srt E 33 E ## eee,^?# *f 30# 

TTTf# ti 

(ii) gaf f## % fcE? W# W 3TTER 3TWET t : 50% 'jrfcT f#' 3Tlft, ET^ cTT^cR #TJ E#Pf 
PTE 3HER SEETETT $1 

(iii) TFJof EETeTE <T)l J if ^ ft ell ftigi Wen % I ETEjcR Wef ^ft EE&T SI VI ^TT <»11 cl T $ I PfR SleETH 

cTPTcf gg epe ggf #? 

(iv) Err^cR cPREPflf steei Epff arw gr*g (iff) f#n ett wet 11 #rt gmjg $, set gEjs g^r g®r 
#TT t, gTcETET # 3RcR cTETT OTETT &1 ?EfcTE, cj?t ■FTTEREef: yRTETE % PR# 3# gSf TpITgET 
E# E#f I 

J(v) Wft gRT f# EE JETEWsf g5t 'Eft^ftl ^ ^ ®lM 44 TO WTEET 41^ 4R WET I ggT 4? 

etei egg-WT 3 tPi g5) grEi>t TfEiggR Tsrft 11 

(Vl) gft T?g#M JRTTTF WeT WTO gRT WET t Et ^ ETTfET TOH TEE % 3EET 3TT gfEj^t 1 

gr^t gpff gg hemh g)t ang^WET E^t g^f) I gE4t>M tee ^cet), wee-^ei snft ^ g^E 
EHHE-fl ?Pfti 

(vii) STT^TdW EE# ^f, gTEfl EE TTETE jrft 'EE’ 3TTETg ET an I UFI E^ #341#) 3TTER 4 ^ f^ET ^ I 
iJEftn; ddEMl grt gEETE gRET ?)ET t (EREE ^ EtEEftTETf # ggr ^TETE TPTET #TT I) 

(viii) WE EE TEEft % TETEWT f# ?tET % I Wft ETT EERTEE ftPTET ERTT#T E^ff ^teTT I E# 
%g-# g)t gg# eeteet wft 11 gftgrr#) $> wr Ptee #g gg %gg g#t t ftEEPPEET 
e^ g#ti 

EEE RJTff (Tjg4W#t) 

(i) 3i# gaf wicft 1 1 5E (Ei^eg ewee) # sftcEiftE #i gr#? 

(ii) g# EET %Pfeg f#E 3T?4ET 24 # ^T ## t, ?E E?) ^ E®f f#TET E^Pf # 3TEET# I ?E 
# ETE#, 2002 % E?E Ef#PSE gfTETRJ gi#EE TRETEt ^ EER 3# ETREg EET# I 

(iii) ee% 3# f## # #ggg gr# %> Pej # 3# ## # 3P[Epf #t #fl 1 

(Iv) ?ert ETETTiRi 4# qg g M Ptew e€) 1 1 eteePte #) eerie w? e# f 1 ete, eeetEi # 
STJEfeT #t #1t I gRTET# gr) yrETE 3T4?g 4RET #n 1 

(v) gg# g>T eertte w ftftrgj etet# 11 ^H^TEWi ^ stcft #f gR wet 11 
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3T3T 3iT TRNd : iM-Hi3R IJ i 


?d 3 t*r 1 3>t Jpufar^l & 31 th 351 dt m ^ 3 RrRfcTfed f^ferfcr 33>d 3lcfr % > 

(I) ciddr-i 37 I % 3rt (jjri^ 3th m 13 d dvr, dd >H^mdi, jjRf aft7 srt ^rar 7je3i 

1998) wfi % fcR 337R tttt ^ dd3Ml/35r3R *1 73T7 3lf333J3 37 dlJjR 7|d?5i 351 3^<11 33 
wh Tnftd ti dd? 37 I % jtr ?d jrrf£r3R t, T gRT st^r, 1998 3 sr^ilfcd ftuj 37 all 
f^rfcr 3, 33 ^nft wt ri ^rktt ft? 33 JR iH'fl'M srt wrr ftdi ftftd? 

38331 % 37Jd 3H RRft 1 1 3R ftdRTffld 373 3d JlTJd?? 33 eft Rtf) daft ft Tftftd 1 1 
(ii) dcft-aftil £ ft? RcRIRt JR JT7R cRJcf 3Rft 3>1 JRITcft, Rt d373T3f JR dPJ fteft %, TR^t^M % 
fcR *Tgd 3R$1 dft t JRcJ 7f>i 3RT 3317x1 ft 3 3# JRffeRT $ I 
(111) 33 ft3T RT WI $ ft> dddH d373TF JR ftd 3? 3TftBT3J3 %> feR d373T3 7J73? 3RT 3Rcfl 

t? dl 33 'Afftct? dl$37 ^o3? ^2TT 3RT 3ft, R*f 31? dftt ftd 33 3ff&ilG u l "<HR IflTrll JReJ %3d 35Ftt 
37 fldRR 3RcTT £l 

3? we fti3T dim t ft? cfrw 7jc3? dd siftft ^ #33 Jrqd ft?3 dift £ dcT3i3 wit 
IT3Td3 3?l*l1 T^tcTT I dl$d7 TjiR? ^?3d dftl 3T3ft $? fcR 3 3d ft?JJ die) £ J33 \Jld3H d373T3 JR 
3?lft ?RRT 11 ^f, TR> RTURfe % f?R IRR) rf\ 3^ RT JiTOcft I 

^ ^)3iR 3R31 ^)R fa JRR ^ 3F3^ 3RRT 3fR HPlt Tf clRRIW) 33 HRR-RI. J3^?3 ddUHl 
351 3cftflT 33RT f I 333f 5T3RR 38lfMf^q1 JR f^ 3fl^ # I 3>RJ3l 3fcT TfiSrRR 

3T3rRRJJr %3T dtclT % cfT 3fR cf^T 3RR3 33 ^R3 ?)cTT % 33lf% cRRRI? OT3R3 W\ 

ftRRT 33R1 ^ 3ftl 3R f I RT^IR JT3RR 3R^ % fcR ^TR sfiWI ^ 313333 33Rfi JR 

f^3R fcfR ftR, cT«3 cf§t 3^«1T Riff 351 J3T Wfnft f^ 3fd3R d3 d^RMI'f! JR Wll 3dKdl ^ ell 
3? 3lf¥^f31 *Tf?rf^r 11 JTftjJTRRRR, ^ dT3R3-33jJ?J,-’1dl % ftR fttrfftcT 3Jc35f 351 3^53 
RfeeP 33 33 YRTH 3R31 ?1m 11 

(iv) vJlRrr f^? JRlffjM ^ 3fc^sr ftRI t, JJR^IjM ^T35f/fJl33l ^r 3>Rl % feR JJPR 311 3 R 
3R^ % fdJ| Ji^RR 3331 ^eRT^ 3R^ 3T^ dd31dl dT^cR !j^c3> 3d 3^1 fejf vrfT^I ^?T33 
3Tef 3^ ^ %3d 1R 3Rd1 #) 3? 33R cRJd f?»RT dTdT t '33 3331 % ^ RT?cR 33I?R 

3RT JRrI ^ feTJJ ?11 JRR RJTd ^-3? 3f4«TT 3R3T grjf^cf #3 % 3P dd3Ml 5RT 3R3 JRRl % 
ftR 3331 dFl ^1 3fJpH f^:?j^3> 33R 31^3 I 

(V) gRT d?33T 331 ^fRT ^ ^ f^ ^Fll 3T«(3T J3d3R fM 3^1 TH5 JRR 3?3 33RT 

^iR 3RI3T J# I 3«R 311 C3R *1 RJ?f fJI f^1 deRH dRRW 3 ^if'llfSlRi 3fclf^ t1 WR %, 
W 33R 3?1 3331 RTPFjI 33 ^IcTl RT 3^ 33RT f^3lt 3lf1 ^3 I 39 31W 3)1 fj^krH t 3f 
^ WR RTR 33 OTR Jgg^ 35^ 3fa cRRTT?) JR 333t ddl^, dd<4H 35) ^3d dft3RTO 
3lfilc3 33 f^ldfg 3R^ 4<al dT d3RT ^ i 3t^ 33 HR *11 Id31 dRf Qdl JRTldH H^Plel) 
31^1 33 Flc3 ^ dl dd3M % 3|cn3T 3^ ^ ?d 3Tg3l3 Jf) dS3d 3# ljr3T I #i11JRRJ1 % f^lc^d 
d^1 35^1 % ffc dl^rRl JR 3331 33 WlteRR dd3K 351 foR f^RJT RIcTT 11 3? ftcfd 

3IHldRl3) t % 3^353 dfj)3T J^RdT^H deft 37 351 3^ t 3TS13T 3^t, 33lf^ J3ddT3 3?1 3d d®3 
33d3 ^dd: 33 dl^cR tRfTdd 3R3T #3T f^ 33 dd 73R JR 33d1 Jfftd 33d1 % f^JJ 3371 ^1 

d33d 1^ R3l 33 ^4d: d% 3^ 3H 1%f^ ^ 7333 3^71 3 3R d% I 
(Vi) JPT^HI^I 351 3efaTd 37l % 3T3 A dl^dY 7J731 3)1? dWTT3 33R '3f?r f^f' 333R 37 -prafftcT f I 
3®f ftRT3l 33Rl 351 jjf^d ^ 3d 3Tf£f3RJ7 gRT f^3T d3T HfWd (arsjfci; 24 dt ^ 33I3R 8 d^ 
W 311317) dT337 ^dPl 3f)7 d373T3 TJcdif % 3T3d1 3 7FTR d!3 7t dPJ 3ldT I 

5d MRdelH 3l1 df)337 ^7^ d33 Jld^M ^ 3TJVl3 f^3T t % 33R 3>1 ^Rrd ^ JlRdtld 371 % 
3H 4 3FT^ dldR3 ddfad/JJdRldR % did dFJ f^31 dR I dd^ 3^T 3fd3-^1 33 JH Ijf^d f^3T 
1% 371 % 3T3 J) 31331 dT3R3 TlTTldd 33 fd^R 373T3 RR3RT ^ 3rfcT3 37J3 $ % I 33 dc^dfld 
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ft % JT*TTY 3ft 3 qffttRfa ft TrH 357 fftftftct 373 ft 3755733 ftftftf TtffTft ftfftt; 3fl3 5PTI3 3ft 
ft rifftrftd JPTT^t fttft ft ijft TO 3ft 3T3T33 THlftOH 357 373373 fft37 TR^mI <?ft % TR ft 
373ft WIRT ftTlfriri/ ^dftdN ft* OTT 3? riffldWri 35337 3ffSr3) 3T7«!ft> *f 3f3>c77 ft1 3R7 3T33 
OT, 3? H7lft3>33 51373 qft 3<f3T3 35f 3T7ft 33Tft 3ft 37jJ»t(c! ftft eft ^Rf>^p 31337 $ I Tftj 

(fRftiftft eft oTT?33 ^ft 3fl3 ft3337F 9]^ft ft) 57373 3ft Tjfftd ft fft>T 55fTft 37ft 3fft3?H 3ft etTR 
ft 333ft ^ 373ft 3737 : 37 377^33/53^373 ft) fftft dU'Jttlx 3t L Hl 573373 ft373 353ft 33 '^pSTT<3 fft3T 
WT ftl - 


(vii) 7J3WIWI ft STTfeRF MiffcH ft) fftlrfftcl 5fft<33 3ft3 Tftftsm ft 3)ftf ft) 3lft ft 'ft fft73573c7 3ft ft I 
ft 3<ft35T3 lft)3T ft fftj Rmrot ft5 ffttj gftft fftft** Rftftw“i -iftf fftrm writ; sfl3 35 

573137 3ft 33jftt ft) fftt? v)lcH3M ft) wft £737 3frft fftstj 33 5731333 3ft 3T33T ft I frift 35 ft* 
deftrif fft) 37 ft fft) 1J37 3)l4n u llftf ft 37ftf d3) (ft) ftl 3373 3ffft3)Tft 3ft 3Mrril3/3ftA*itflRcfT ftftsft 
3ftft fftrarpm Tift atrtft ft i sraicrft 33 3ftft?33 3373 nftro 33 33 ft ft fftrift 35 uifftTRTJT tyfdftr 
ffftf 353 3135311 ?3T f&rfcT ft) 3733JS, 35 Mlfft3Nq 3ft 3cfa73 3J3WT 33 t)3fft373 353ft 

3ft3 373ft 3Tfft35lfftl5 fftft33^3)T3 35T 51313 353 3Tftf cf>l if-JT^I I <ftl 3®Jlfftd 353ft 3>l ^5)13 ftt77 ft ftt 
3t3Tfftff 37M33 3/753773 3)1 £3 353 ft 3fl3 3fft 'jft cT3T ft 373131 3 fft)'3T MT 37ft> eft 5jft 353 3>3 ft I 


5.1. 3fftrn3333R, \3rifxf) 33ft 31*13 333 fft3I3-fft3ft ft) 33373 33 ?3J 5Ilfft3>33 3ft cT3eIT ft fft) 33 ft f ftf ftf gi3T 
3^?I 3fl 3ft c35^3 ^e3ft 3)f 3<7 <f)3ft ft) 3t33 ft WftW ft) 3r»3Tft33 ft 3ft^ 33 3ftf ft; 3jk 53^333 fft 
W[fft53 fftjqT 3FR3 ft I 


5.2. 33333333 ft) 3mnft33 3ft 3I7RvT 353ft % 3T33J3, 3tlf33 3Jo3ft 3ft 'jfft<: ft 3fft3ft3 3)^ ft) f3ft) 3T3ft« 

33 37ftffteT 33f ft) 3H ft 3Plft 3T3F3 375^/^3^1313 ft) 3733 fft3N fft)3T 55nTJ3T I 313: ^ )pn3 fft3T 

ftlTeTT ft ft) 35 33ft f3T 3tft ft ftrftRM ft) 37T3 3Tefftft 35ft 3^ ftt 3nFTF3 3ftlftH 5133773 ft373 fft)<? 5577 3ft ft I 

337. 3T33IT, 3T17I!H 
[ ftsm-TIWV/14.7/2001737371. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 28th March. 2002 

No. TAMP/98/2001-MBPT— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 50 of the Major Port Trusts Act. 7 961 
( , 8 of 1963 )- tlie Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby rejects tire representation of the Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship 
Agents Association for cancellation of lighterage dues levied by the Mumbai Port Trust as in the Order appended hereto. 



[ VTTT TTI — jailC J.1 ITmr HTT T I _l TT _i 'Vi I I I » M ill 



SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/98/2001-MBPT 


The Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship - - - Applicant 

Agents’ Association 

Vs 


The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) - - - Respondent 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 21st day of March 2002) 


The Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship Agents’ Association (MANSA) has 
submitted a representation about Lighterage dues on foreign and coastal vessels levied by the 
Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT). 

1.2. In its representation, the MANSA has made the following points: 


(i). The MBPT is charging lighterage dues at the rate of US Cents 8 per GRT per 
day and Rs.2.50 per GRT per day or part thereof on foreign-going and coastal 
vessels respectively. 

(n). Lighterage operations are carried out by the cargo interest by arranging / 
paying for the barges. The Port does not provide any service to ship owners to 
justify the charge for a lighterage fee. 

(iii) . There are no separate lighterage points and ships are anchored at the same 

positions where they usually anchor while awaiting berth. Normal anchorage 
charges are US Cent 1 per GRT per day after a 3 days free period. 

(iv) . Lighterage dues are charged on a per calendar day basis and not on 24- hour 

basis. In case of non-availability of barges, the lighterage operations often take 
place between late evening on one day to early morning the next day. 

(v) . There is no official documentation or supervision by the port for the period 

vessels carry out lighterage operations. It is, therefore, practically not possible 
for the Port to authenticate whether the charges paid are in accordance with its 
scale of rates. This can give rise to malpractice / arbitrariness of the port 
officials, which is not desirable. 


(vi) . The requirement for lighterage and transhipment is entirely that of the shipper / 

consignee (cargo interest) and vessel owners are required to pay this charge. 
Almost all these cargoes are being discharged on ‘free out’ basis and all cargo 
operations are organised and carried out by the shippers / receivers. 

(vii) . The lighterage charges may be cancelled In view of the reasons stated. Lines 

are willing to pay the port the normal anchorage dues for the entire stay of the 
vessel. 


2. The representation of the MANSA was circulated to the MBPT and also to the 

concerned port users for comments. The comments received from them are summarised 
below: 


Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) 

(i). It is true that the MBPT is charging lighterage dues on foreign and coastal 
vessel respectively @ 8 US Cents per GRT per day and Rs. 2.50 per GRT per 
day or part thereof from the vessels discharging and receiving cargo in 
midstream at anchorages. 
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(ii) . Lighterage dues are recovered only from the vessels which carry out the 

discharge operation In stream and the cargo is taken to other minor ports. In 
the cases of vessels which discharge cargo into barges / boats for subsequent 
discharge at the MBPT docks, the lighterage dues are not levied. 

(iii) . The TAMP approved the Scale of Rates Inclusive of levy of lighterage 

operation in midstream by its Order dated 27 October 1998 and made it 
effective from 30 December 1998. 

(iv) . .The contention of MANSA that the port does not provide any services to the 

ship owners to justify the charges for lighterage fee is not true. Lighterage 
operation involves the utilisation of a services in relation to monitoring and 
control of the movement of the vessels to ensure the safe and unhindered 
passage of vessels through the water of the MBPT. The MBPT provides 
facilities like harbour patrolling navigational aids such as lighthouses, signal 
stations, buoys beacons, boundary pillars and light vessels, etc. All the 
vessels traversing in the port limits as well as port approaches necessarily' 
utilise the services rendered by Vessel Traffic Management Systems (VTMS) 
installed at an expenditure of Rs.30 crores. 

(v) . It is true that Anchorage Charges at 1 US Dollar per GRT per day after 3 days 

free period is levied for vessels at anchorages for awaiting berth or reasons 
other than cargo operations. The Scale of Rates provides that for the period of 
working cargo in lighterage operation no anchorage charges are recovered 
from the vessels and lighterage dues be collected. Anchorage charges are 
recovered for the period when the vessel is not discharging / receiving the 
cargo in stream. Anchorage charges are recovered only after expiry of free 
period. 

(vi) . The lighterage dues are charged on a per calendar day basis and not on hourly 

basis. Since lighterage dues and anchorage fee are recoverable proportionally 
the provision of ‘calendar day’ is defined common under both the schedules. 

(vii) . No provision for special supervision by the MBPT officials for lighterage 

operation has been made till now. Since its introduction no arbitration / dispute 
has been received by the MBPT towards the levy of lighterage dues. If 
supervision by the MBPT officials is to be implemented additional posts of staff 
members and officers have to be created with separate transport 
arrangements for shore to ship and ship to ship transportation of staff during 
the period of lighterage operation in the stream. This will necessarily add to the 
cost of services. 

(viii). Since 1994, the lighterage dues are recovered from the various port users for 
carrying out lighterage operation. The charges were included in the Scale of 
Rates. 

Bombay Custom House Agents’ Association (BCHAA) 

(i) . There is no reason to why the Lighterage charges should not be collected by 

the Port Authorities, There must, however, be proper administration and 
accountability with regard to the charges payable and to prevent malpractice or 
misuse of discretionary powers by port officials. The statement that the 
requirement of lighterage and transhipment is solely between the Shippers / 
Consignee and has nothing to do with vessel owners is incorrect and far from 
the truth. 

(ii) . The Lines and the vessel owners carry the cargo, for which sea freight is 

recovered for movement of cargo from Port to Port so as to ensure that cargo 
is protected and safeguarded during transit and the same is properly 
discharged at the discharge Ports. The cargoes are being discharged on free 
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out basis. It is presumed that the said lighterage charges are part of the sea 
freight; hence if vessel owners intend to transfer the cargo at the lighterages, it 
is being undertaken for the vessel convenience and not due to any preference 
sought by the Shippers or Consignee. 

(lii). In view of the above, we do not find any reason for the request forwarded by 
the MANSA, who are agents of vessel owners, that need consideration, since 
Lighterage of the vessel being done for ship convenience solely. 

Bombay Chamber of Commerce and Industry (BCCI) 

The comments given by the BCCI relate to ‘light dues’ imposed by the Government; 
and, not about the fee in reference levied by the MBPT. Since its comments are not 
relevant to the issues agitated by the MANSA, they are not considered in this case. 

3. A joint hearing in this case was held on 24 December 2001 at the MBPT 

premises in Mumbai. At the joint hearing, the following arguments were made: 

Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship Agents’ Association 

(i) . Where is the service to justify the charge? The services they cite are all 

covered by Port Dues. 

(ii) . For berth hire they go on one basis : 50%, 'per day’, etc; but, for lighterage 

they go on a different basis. 

(iii) . The entire operation is’ done by cargo interests. Lighterage point is also 

chosen by them. Why shall vessels bear the cost? 

(iv) . Lighterage can be done at anchorage, or In the approaches, or (even) outside. 

Only in monsoons, when the sea gets rough, the vessel has to come in. 
Normally, therefore, the possibility of the vessel coming alongside Is not there. 

(v) . Port cannot verify the details behind acceptance of the certificate given by the 

Master. Is this an acceptable arrangement? There is plenty of scope for 
manipulation. 

(vi) . If the MBPT can provide deeper anchorage points, these lighterage vessels 

will come into the Port. No need to operate at the outer roads. The MBPT will 
earn more through Port Dues, Pilotage, etc. 

(vii) . In the ILL case, charge was on cargo on a ‘per tonne’ basis. Here they have 

introduced on ‘GRT basis’. That is why vessels are required to pay (what 
really the shippers must pay). 

(viii). Bill of Lading is different from a Master’s certificate. The latter is not a legal 
document. There is a scope for manipulation. It is better to have fixed slab 
rates with respect to GRT so that there is no subjectivity. 

Mumbai Port Trust 

(i) . Our berths are empty. Why should we encourage lighterage operations? 

(ii) . As regards Calendar Day or 24-hour unit, we will adopt the berth hire logic 

here ai%p. We will streamline this in the General Revision proposals slated for 
mid-January 2002. 

(iii) . Conceding the principle ahead of that will require our Board’s permission. 
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(iv) . We have no control over the transhipment cargo. Shipper may do all the 

operations. But, the vessel asks for the permission. So, the vessels must pay. 

(v) . Certificate of a Master of the vessel is a legal document. How can MANSA 

delink it? 

4. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 

this case, the following position emerges: 

(i). • The existing Scale of Rates (Port of Mumbai Pilotage, Tug Assistance, Towage . 

Mooring and Other services Fee Order, 1998) contains a provision to levy 
lighterage dues on mother vessels anchored / occupying a place in stream for 
working cargo. The said Scale of Rates was approved by this Authority in 
October 1998. That being so, this tariff item cannot be said to be levied by the 
MBPT arbitrarily or without legal backing. The question now under 
consideration is about continuance of this tariff item. 

(il). It is noteworthy that the system of levying charges on vessels which work at 
anchorages is not unique to the MBPT but is In vogue at many other major 
ports. 

(iii) . One can argue that a vessel at anchorage pays anchorage fees for occupation 

of space; why should it be made to pay higher lighterage dues when it 
continues to occupy the same space but only carries out cargo operation. 

It is to be clarified that anchorage fees are levied during the period vessel is 
not working cargo. Lighterage dues are levied only for the period vessel works 
at anchorage. That being so, there is no double recovery of charges for the 
same period of time. 

It is to be recognised that anchorages inside the port or port approaches are 
generally meant for vessels to wait. Cargo operation Is expected to be carried 
out at the designated berths / jetties. For some reasons, if mid-stream 
transhipment takes place, a port stands to lose revenue since anchorage fees 
are far too less than normal berth hire charges. Irrespective of certain 
compelling reasons like draft restriction, etc. for carrying out lighterage 
operation, the fact cannot be ignored that a vessel while lighteraging cargo at 
anchorage carries out a commercial activity. Consequently, it has to pay at a 
rate higher than the fees prescribed for normal idling. 

(iv) . As has been pointed out by the MBPT, lighterage dues are not levied from 

vessels engaged in midstream discharge for reducing the draft to enable its 
entry into the Docks / Piers of the MBPT. This means, this charge Is levied 
only in the cases of such lighterage operation of cargo meant for other ports. It 
will be unreasonable to expect a Port Trust to allow free of charge Its facilities 
to be used by vessels bringing cargo for other ports. 

(v) . The other issue raised by the MANSA is about whether the cargo or vessels 

interests have to bear this charge. There appears no reason to shift the 
incidence of this charge to cargo owners bearing in mind the fact that the 
vessel is engaged in a commercial activity at the anchorage. It is the carrier's 
responsibility to deliver goods at the agreed place of delivery and in 
discharging cargo at anchorages, the vessel can only be seen to discharge its 
contractual obligation. Even if it is presumed that such operation takes place 
at the request of the consignee, no one else other than the vessel has agreed 
with such request. As has rightly been pointed out by the BCHAA, transfer of 
cargo at the lighterages is undertaken for the vessel’s convenience. Whether 
contract of carriage is on FIO terms or not is irrelevant since the vessel has to 
do this lighterage operation primarily due to the fact .that It has agreed 
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beforehand to deliver cargo at a place where it cannot perhaps enter In a fully 
loaded condition. 

(vi) . The existing Scale of Rates of the MBPT prescribes lighterage dues and 

anchorage charges on a ‘per day’ basis. The change effected by this Authority 
in unit of berth hire charges (i.e. reduction from 24-hour basis to 8-hour basis) 
will equally apply in the cases of lighterage duos and anchorage fees. 

While accepting such conversion, the MBPT has requested that the change in 
the unit of charge may be introduced alongwith the next general revision/ 
review of the Scale of Rates. It has also separately informed us that its 
proposal for rhe next general revision of the Scale of Rates is under final 
stages of formulation. It Is to be recognised that a change in the unit of charge 
will definitely have revenue implications to the Port; and, an opportunity of 
revenue adjustment is to be provided to the- Port before effecting changes in 
the unit of charge. This adjustment can be more meaningfully carried out at 
the time of the next general review / revision of Scale of Rates. Till such time, 
this Authority finds It reasonable to allow the existing unit of charge to continue. 
The MBPT is, however, advised to formulate its proposal for the next general 
review / revision accordingly taking into account the changes to be introduced 
in the unit of charge of lighterage dues end anchorage fees. 

(vii) . The MANSA has also complained about .he lack of proper documentation and 

supervision of lighterage operation. Tt a MBPT has admitted that no special 
supervision is maintained for lighterage operation; and, it goes by the 
certificate issued by the Master,of the vessel to levy the charges. It has also 
pointed out that this system of working has not caused any complains so far 
about malpractice / arbitrariness by a. v port official. Supervision of operations 
is a Port management function in whAr, this Authority does not like to interfere. 
Notwithstanding this position, this />u4 -.rity likes to advise the MBPT to review 
the existing arrangement and in:, cal proper mechanism which will pluck 
possible revenue leakages and also ■ Vmimtse, if not completely eliminate, 
exercise of discretion by its officials. 

5.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 
application of mind, this Authority finds that the representation of the MANSA for cancellation of 
lighterage dues levied by the MBPT does not have force; and, accordingly, it is rejected 

5.2. Notwithstanding the rejection of lie representation of the MANSA, its request 
of change in the unit of levying lighterage dues wilt be considered at the time of the next 
general review / revision of the concerned Scale of Rates The MANSA will, therefore, be well 
advised to canvas this issue with the MBPT even as the general revision proposals are being 
formulated. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
LA DVT-IMV/141/2002/Ext)'. | 
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